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MB Docket No. 04-233 N
| submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R W?Ln (the ,;
“NPRM?"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ¢ -”“%.«’5 ey 5

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
pecple who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate cn tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposejl Rule&gﬁng (tiaeZ 008
“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
FC

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vic!ate First Amendment rights.-
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2} The FCC must not turn eveary radio station into a public forum where anycne and everyong has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissicners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curiailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of PropodedtRuismaking (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not furn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionalty-protected editorial chaices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chailenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rutes, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propo eﬁ’@t@erﬂ mg {the
“NPRM’), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. "h’?i o
=000

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
propesals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —~ and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadeasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisary board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even ioss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station inte a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pubiic access requiremants wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religian.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionaliy-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
autematically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatary special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Marnty Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission praposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio tocation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedurés cr policies discussed above,
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propdsed%@&rmnﬁh mlg‘(}; A
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, R L

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, i enacted, would do so —and must not be adopted.

{Mm The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must présent.

(2) The FCC must nat turn evary radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reperting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered rengwal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lang, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalter market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission propases to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is cantrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCWuI . procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. fnggﬁaéf -
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(n The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaints a broadcaster,
particuiarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every fadio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissicners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal praceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often & challenge. Yet, the Commisgion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio focation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rutes, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i ﬁsubmit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vso!ate First Amendment rights. A number of
wroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s&— and must not be adopted.

.4} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
neople who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
‘npase such unconstitutional mandates, Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
“on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
sragramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2y The FCC must not turn every radic station into a public forum where anyone aqd. gveryone has
ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously cbiects to the message. The Fnrst Amendment forbids imposition of meassage
delivery mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force ravelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
ntrude on constitutionally-protected editorial ohonces

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on hgh’t budgets as do many smaller market sacular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main stUgI0
‘ocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cuthacks — and curtailad

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not 10 adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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[ submit the following comments in response to the Localism Netice of Proposed Rulemaking
: {the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket Ng, 04-2373,

AV New FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, weuld do so — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
+1on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints 1o shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
vewpoeints a broadcaster, particularly a religicus broadcaster, must present.

:2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
Aights to air time. Propesed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment farbids impositicn of message
sefivery mandates on any religion.

’3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pregramming, especiaily religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would

intrude on constitutionally-protected editerial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes (o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these propoesals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, precedures or policies discussed above.
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t submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruiemaking
: (the“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No., 04-233.

Ay new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so— and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values, The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals wouid
‘npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from these who
“on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even ltoss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
~rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what
Jiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anycne and everyone has
“ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
~onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would

intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (=) by
reguiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main stu‘dio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curiailed

service is contrary o the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
: (the"NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. §4-2373.

~iy new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
rroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
reople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
©nipose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
fon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even toss cf license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religicus broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
+ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

13} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes {o further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) 2y
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adapt ruMocedures or policies discussed above.
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' submit the following comments in response fo the Localism Notice of Proposed Rutemaking

{the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

LY new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
“roposals ciscussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s&— and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
‘npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
“{on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what

viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and_ everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even nfg religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

Jefivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who nroduced what programs would

intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secutar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is cantrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism MNotice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MR Docket No. 04-233.

Ay new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not viotate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do sc — and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
(npese such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
“ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inctuding the FCC, from dictating what

vlewpoints a broadcaster, particulariy a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously chjects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

Jdelivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would

intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} Many Christian broadcasters op<=rate oh tight budgets as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes 1o further
saueeze niche and smaller market breadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) by
reguiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b} by further restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks —~ and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rutemaking
\ (the“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Ny new FCC rules, policies or procedures must ot violate First Amendrment rights. A number of
sraposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s& ~ and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advics from
seople who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
+npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
“fon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even {oss of license for
hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoinis to shape their
srogramiming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
Jiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
canscientiously obiects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
Jdefivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals fo force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
nirude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices. '

{4 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) py
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fu_r{her restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curiailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not 10 adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposerd Rulemaking
‘ (the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

ANY New FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouild do so — and must not be adopted.

11} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
“pose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape thelr
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
Jewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pubtic forum where anyone and everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
~onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency -~ and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constifutionally-protected editorial choices. '

(4 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes o further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) Dy
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks - and curiailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, precedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response fo the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
- (the”NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233.

“iny new FCC rules, policies or procedures must riot violate First Amendment rights. A number of

nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so— and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
ceople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisery board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
7don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing o follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
<iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must oresent.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so— even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

aelivery mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-rmaking information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionatlly-protected editorial choices. '

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes 1o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main stu_dmo
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary fo the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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P sulbmit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemalking
- (the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MR Docket No, 04-233,

fity new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must net be adopted.

-1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
neople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board preposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
Jon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing 1o follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints tc shape their
crogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inctuding the FCC, from dictating what
viawpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
Jelivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to foree reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
infrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices. '

{4y Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) by
reguiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks ~ and curtaiied
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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- submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
{the“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233.

Sy New FC_C rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
“ropogals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s& — and must not be adopted.

i} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
“npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
“on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and sven lass of license for
“hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints (o shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what
sewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

.2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
sights 1o air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even hfg refigious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposttion of message

delivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The chaice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any goveinment
agency — and proposals o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs waould
intrude on constitutionally-protected editoriat choeices. '

(4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sqgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) oy
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poficies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the*NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals {o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt ruies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
{the*“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a retigious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is nct properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantiaily raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the pubilic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes {o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
-service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
‘location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

‘We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force reveiation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices,

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in fwo ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposails to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in fwo ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
{the'NPRM?”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values couid face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM?”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govermnment
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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